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Appl. No.: 10/804,985 RECEIVED 
Amdt. Dated: June 25, 2007 CENtRADWCENTER 
Reply to Office Action of March 21, 2007 

REMARKS 

Claims 17-20, 23, 24 and 26-30 are cunentiy pending in the preseirtappUcation. Of these 
claims, the current Action has iqected Claims 17-20, 23, 24 and 27-29 under 35 U.S.C. lG3(a) as 
unpatfcntAle <*>^tr.S. Patent No. 5,443311 to Kadtecck et al. (h^^ 
view of British Pub. 477,158 (hereafter ''die GB ' 158 Reference") and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,245,801 to Boesvert (hereafter "the *801 palenfO. Further, Clauns 26 and 30 stand 
rejeetedunder ia3(a) as unpatentaWe over die '311 patent in view of GB '158 andfiiithCT In 
view of U.S. DesigiPateiil No. D 306*373 to Matema (h««afler "the '373 patent"). 

In light of tfte aihendm^ts above and arguments below, Applicants travearse the caxient 
lejectidns and contend that all i^naining claims distinguish over the cited art and are in 
cralditionfor aUowaiK^. 
Tl>ft'3» Patent 

Tins patent is direct^ to a sBdmg work platform for a tool drawer th^ incl^ 
panel with dQ)ending side and rear flanges and a depending tray along the ftont edge thereof. 
The disclosed cabmei may include "an end cabinet module 45, whidi is supported On one (rfthe 
side 13 Of t4>f lie roll cabinet mod^ 

47, all in a known manner." (See col. 3, lines 35-39). The drawers 47 are not disclosed as being 
capable of removal fit»m the cabinet module 45. The module 45 is not open at the bottom to 
allow wAedied carts to be positioned wilhiitt the module 45. 

The '3ri patent does not aldress the need to removfe tools to a remote locatton 

Infect die '311 piiteat is focused on prot^ding extra work 
SO. ^cvithin the tool cabii^ itself. 
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Ah)L No. : 10/804,985 

AmdtD^ed: Jm!e:2S,:2^ . 

'Hie GS nSS Reference 

this refiarencse does not addiess the need for locking up tools from a remote location 
ehher: Infect,tbe GB nS8i^ereiK:e hasiK>tb^ It is directed to a cabinet 

having a iemovabte wiieeled wagott or trolley \xpon which drinks cart be made. The wagon is 
wheeled from the lockable cabinet as needed. However, the cabmet (i.e., locker) itself is not 
suspended fh>m anoti^ secuied station Rather Jt is a stand alone strooture. 
The*801 Patmt 

TMspatekisdixectedtoa^coverhou^garrw Mudhlike 
the QB * 1 58 reference, this patent has nothing to do with locking up tools on a cart after use in a 
lemote location. Tlie disclosed grill cover is a stand alone structme. 
The:*373PatKrt 

TUs patent isdiieGibd toll^ The disclosed 

compartment is iatber small and is suspended at working level (i.e., a substantial distance from 
4e gn3uiKl) from a side Of a tool cabinet It does not have an open bottom, a doorway, or a 
lockabk door f^sec^^ 

Cwx«ntly, Claims 17, 26, 27 and 30 are independent. Claims 17, 26 and 30 anFC directed 
to a method for sec^tting tools in a lock^ attached to a tool cabinet, while Claim 27 is quite 
sumi*, being diifecfi^ t&dStod for providing a tool at a job site. As described in the 
. background of the piesjent app]^^ 

Large Tolling tool cabinets are often used to secure tools \^4iich are kept at a job site. 
These tool cabiiiets may be placed at a central location in orde^ 
those who use ite tools. These tool cabinets are often heavily laden with tools, w other 
work artkl^ so it is often jrigiracticiEd to roll them to a particular wOrk sitp. 
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R^y to Cimce Actkm of Mar^ 2i, 2007 

and back. At llie end of ^ workday, the articles are removed from the rolling cart and 
placed ba(^ mtO) tiae tool cabinet and secured. 

C»en it if <Jw^«W« ft* 

took oh A rolling cart uadistoibed at the end of a work period, so tiiat they may liiore 
easily contimie their work vvhere they left ofPthe next period. Also, loading and . 
unloading tools and oilier articles onto and off of the roUii^ cart can be quite time 
Consumii^ and som^imeS objects will not readily fit into a tool cabinet. As a result, 
equipment and tods are often left on rolling carts unsecured. 

Hiese are jA«|bI^ addressed by the present invention. These are cleiarly not isstfes of 
any cpflcem in the d^ed i^ei^noes. The maly reference cited whidi discloses tiw use of a rolling 
cart is OB ' 158. However, tiiis ^itish 1937 teferwioe describes use of a rolling cart to transport 
cocktails and make serving, sudi cocktails easier. 

The Examiibidr> poafbn is diat: 

it would h^ve'bien olyvious to <»e of oixfinary skill in the art at the time ^ invention 
made to replace th& locker of Kaklecek with a locker having the characteristiiss provided 
by GB .' 158. ^we this arrangement would enharjce the usage of Kadlecek's tool cal»net 
smce the edition of ii» cart would increase functionality of the assembly due to Aie carts 
[sic] ^ility to be moved both as a mut with the cabinet and locker and iiidividuaUy 
depending iipon the tieeds {^plication of the 

In oitW to wjpport a ctmcto^on that a claim is directed to obvious subject matter, the 
cited leferences must inq>Uediy su^st the invention dacribed by Ute cUdm^ or the ExaminCT 
must present a convincmg line of reasomng as to why an artisan would have found the claimed 
invents ebvioos in ligfirbfiaifr teachings of the cited references. See g}^PSTfrCtepp> 227 
U.S.F,Q- 972 (f*TO Bdi Ar). 1985). "iT]he mere fact that the prior art could be so mo^fied 
would iiot lave made the xiiodification obviois unl^ the prior art suggested the desirability of 
themodificadon." TnmT^kowskiet.al.. 10 U-S J.Q. 2d 1397. 1398, (Fed. Cir. 1989), cifeg. 
Tfl «y iStttdOn. 221 U-SlPiO. 1 125. 1 127 (Fed. Cir. 1984). In discussing the mawiate of 35 U.S.C. 
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Airidt Dated: June 25, 2007 

Reply to Offiice Actkm of March 21, 2007 

. . «jbvioi£SDess^^0t^mi^ation$ The invehtion as a whole embraces the stnicture, its i^opeities md 
theprxfblem it solves^ [Emphasis added]. In re Wright 6 U,S.P.Q- 2d 1959 (Fed. Cir. 1988). It 
is not ehoogh to j ist find components in the prior art. 
0« thaEt point, flie ipederal Circuit has noted: 

: [I]t fe imj^^sTims^^^^ t6 ib© the claimed invention as an instruction man>2^ or 
temptete^tb 

inv^ition is reh^^ [o]ne cannot use hindsight reconstruction to 

pick and choose among isolated disclosures in the prior art to recreate Ifae cl&imed 
invention. 

In re FritcK 972 F.2d 1260, 1266, 23 USPQ2d 1780, 1784 (Fed Cir. 1992). 

Unless Ifae inferences suggest the particular combination th^nselves, they caimot show 
the actud invtotion was obvious. In re Mdiurkar Patent Litigation^ 831 F.Supp. 1354, 1374^ 28 
OSPQ2d 1801, 1817 0^.D. IlL 1993). The decomposition of an invention 'Into its constituent 
elements, finding each element iaihe prior art, and then claiming that it is easy to reassenible 

Clahns 17, 26, 27 and 30 axe independent and each requires a (1) providing an open 
bottom locker, (2) i^tacfaing or su^)ending the locker to a tool cabinet, and (3) enclosing the tools 
placed on a i<dlii>g cart (ot Direct) witt^ None of the cited 

refei^ces ^jBscloises fl^ 

Thte Exai^i^ has ^^cnowledged that the *3ll patent fails to teach these required feafttttes 
ofthe claimed invention. Applicantsaocept and agree with this assessment of the pfflticular cited 
art However, die ESi^mintt^ 

le^ienc^os in umebi^ f^sfazK>logies (i.e., licpior cabinets and outdoor gcill covers) \7^ch discloisi^. 

the existence of essentid compopmts ctf fee invention, and th^ 

together using Ifae ^seM application SES a template/ 
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The Examiii^ stetes that the test of obvious 
Inferences would have su^ested to those of ordinary stall in the art/' On this point, the 
Exaibiner is misiidoen. Tlie feist step is to detennine if one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
even considered ihtti^tk&o&s^mt^ he uijderstand &e problem solved by the jwesenl invention. 
Hqte the Examine si^g^sts the ^llcd aortis^ designing tool cri>inets and lockers would 
con^der liquor catMnets fioni^e 1 930s and a barbecue grill cover. The assertion is witfiout 
merit. 

AGj!^Fdiiig|y» lirgmn^ for modification of the devices disclosed in eitb^ ttie *3 1 1 
patent or GB * 1 58 ate of litde merit. First, as ackno\)dedged by the Examiner, neiiher ref^ttice 
teaches eadi and every eleinentoftheclaiiiied invention. Second, those ddHed in the art would ' 
never coojader the cited referciices were they to even identify the {H*oblems solved by the piesent 
invenidoiL Third, e^iS^i^yme to be considered, none of the cited refermees dil^lbses flsie 
ste;p^ of (i) providing an bc^tcm locker, (2) attaching or suspending the locker to a tool 
cabinet, and (3) enclosing the tools placed on a rolling cart (or object) within the side walls of the 
locte. FinaQy, even if those 

these re^P^ces wilii oSieir r!S^^:^ces would serve only as a decooEiposition of ^ present 
ihventiori Into its cOnstiti^t elements, finding each element in the prior art, and then claiming 
that It is easy to reassemble tjhese elements into the invention. . . Such is the ex post analysis 
MzAttrfeir specificali^^^^ 

Applicants conteml ftkt ioftepeiKteit Claims 17, 26, 27 and 30, as amended, are 
patentaWy distinct over tte citel art. Additionally, as each ofthe remaining claims is dependent 
ftom one of these ^wable independent claims, merely adding additional limitations, the 
i^^^ndefll claims ai^e^^so considered to^distmguish over the cited art. All pending claims are 

\ ' io 
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now cpnsidCTed to be in condition for allowance. Reconsideiation of all rejections in li^t of the 
- above ameadmaits and jffgumrats is ieq»ectfuUy reqiKsted. 
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CQKCLUSION 

CteHBS 17-20, 23, 24 and 26-30 aie cutTMitly pend^ 
claims have been caAenddi to moic clearly point out the distinguishing features of the iwesent 
invention. No new matter has been added to the claims. Applicants contend that all claims are 
m c(»di6oA for «ili()»«mnce and requests reco^ 

Stoidd aay&«iittifities remain wych c 
Applicants request die unctersigned attomey be contacted in order to expedite 

the present appUcatiicni. 

Reqiectfully submitted. 




R(d$ert W. Diehl 
PTOReg.No. 35,118 
Seyferih Shaw LLP 
AttOTneys for Assignee 
131 SouA Dearborn Street 
Suite 2400 

Chicago, Illinois 60603-5577 
312-460-5000 
312-460-7000 (fejt) 
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